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David S. Lifton 
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Los Angeles, CA 90064 

Mr. Lifton: 

I am in receipt of your fax and mail message dated June 23, as well as the copy of 
your message to Mr. Charles Kuhn, librarian of Hood College. 

First, I instruct you not to communicate with me directly in any manner, way, shape 
or form, whether by phone, facsimile transmission, mail, electronic mail or otherwise. 
Any further communication you have for me should be through your attorney. I will not 
respond to any future direct communications from you, and my lack of response shall not 
indicate any agreement or estoppeL 

Second, I emphatically, categorically and unequivocally deny that I have photocopied 
any material originating with you from the archive of the late Sylvia Meagher at Hood 
College. I do not know any Helen Wilson, have neither met nor spoken with any Helen 
Wilson, nor have I hired or paid such a person. Your allegations are completely and utterly 
stupid and false. 

At the same time, I disagree with your assertion that to photocopy your writings in 
Mrs. Meagher's files is any violation of copyright law. 

Third, I refer to your essays entitled, "Beyond Me: Who is Roger Feinman (and why 
does he hate me so much)?" and "Screwball Logic: Roger Feinman's Absurd Attempt to 
Prove Best Evidence was a Hoax, and Paint me in a False light." These writings that you 
have published on CompuServe and by mail to third parties are false, outrageous and 
defamatory, both in whole and in part. You have already caused, and by these writings 
will continue to cause me incalculable harm and damages as yet to be ascertained, for which 
I hold you personally responsible. I hereby demand your full and complete retraction both 
publicly and with respect to your private correspondents. I demand that you provide me 
with the complete list of those persons to whom you mailed copies of these essays through 
the U.S. Postal Service, and I also demand that your retraction be sent to each of them 
without exception. 

Fourth, I consider your essays, and particularly the first abovementioned, to be 
criminally fraudulent in view of your sending them through the mail 
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Fifth, you have recently alleged that I have violated the law with respect to photo- 
copying your letters. Again, this is false and defamatory and I demand your full and un- 
equivocal retraction. 

Sixth, this letter may not be reproduced in whole or in part, nor may its verbatim 
contents be disclosed to anyone except your attomey(s) or, if need be, a court of law. if 
you do disclose this letter without my permission, I shall feel obliged to disclose the verba- 
tim contents of other letters of yours in my possession. 

Finally, I have engaged in no "hostile activities" toward you, neither do I have any 
personal vendetta against you. You published a book, I have the right to talk about it. It’s 
really that simple. You chose to make it autobiographical m nature. You, therefore, are the 
one who made the choice of implicating facets of your personal history in "Best Evidence". 
Complain to Jones Harris and your agent, not to me. Your agent is the one who left you 
completely vulnerable and served you most poorly. Do you actually believe that you could 
not have published a book without falsifying your past? How many other "straight" as- 
sassination books have been published without being encumbered by that sort of biograph- 
ical drivel? You let him make a fool out of you, and through you, the rest of us. You have 
also granted numerous press interviews since the publication of the book, and have held 
yourself out as a public figure. 

The feet that I have questioned your book in no way entitles you to falsely and mali- 
ciously portray my personal background, our personal dealings, or my relationship with 
Sylvia Meagher, let alone invent or totally distort quotations, especially not with any legiti- 
mate expectation that your lies won’t be exposed. Did you catch the Jeffrey Masson/Janet 
Malcolm trial? I suggest you give serious thought to whether you are prepared to meet the 
cost and expense of defending your conduct. 

You have been on "notice" for at least two years that Mrs. Meagher's files (including 
your correspondence with her) were reposited at Hood College, yet you have apparently 
never complained and never requested any restrictions until now. How you could expect to 
deceive both the public and our research colleagues with impunity, preventing access to 
material which you know proves the falsity of your book and your other lies is truly "be- 
yond me." 

I not only enjoy the protection of the "Fair Use" provision of the copyright law, but 
also a personal privilege to defend my reputation against your mendacious attack, and I 
consider myself free to use the material in the manner that I have. Although Hood will seek 
its own counsel, I also believe that as the successor-in-interest to the Last Will of the the 
fete Sylvia Meagher, her letter agreement with Gregory Stone, and the Last Will of the late 
Gregory Stone, Hood College has sufficient interest in protecting the value and importance 
of Meagher's collection, her writings, and her reputation to release such material as it 
deems warranted, especially when those property interests are subjected to the kind of at- 
tacks you have made against her integrity. Indeed, they may have a legal obligation to do 
so under the terras of those instruments. More, if Hood failed to meet their responsiblity in 
I might deem it personally necessary to submit the question of their compliance 

. e fetms of her testamentary instruments to a court for determination, as there was 
sufficient ambiguity in Greg Stone's Will to leave an opening for me (or, for that matter, 
Sylvia Meagher's executrix) to step into the situation any time I might choose. 

In any event, when you corresponded or spoke by telephone with Sylvia Meagher, 
you knew that you were dealing with a publicly known figure in the a.sxa^iTi a rinn contro- 
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versy and had every reason to expect that, upon her death, her papers would be available 
for the use of scholars, journalists, assassination researchers and writers, etc. 1 have not 
reviewed your correspondence before writing this letter, but to best of my recollection there 
is nothing labeled "Confidential" or "Private", certainly nothing that I have deliberately ex* 
ploited to your disadvantage. The sole exception that I recall is your memorandum on your 
first meeting with Liebeler, but you describe that meeting in your book, so I used it Sinra 
you undoubtedly have had the opportunity to review your files for the purpose of "damage 
control' 1 , you are surely aware that I was most judicious in not calling attention to your vile 
and ugly disparagement of other critics mentioned in your letters, most notably Ray Marcus 
and Fred Newcomb, among others. I also believe that I could have taken the Zapruder film 
episode a lot further than I did, although people may draw their own conclusions from 
what is contained in my manuscript 

Any quarrel that you may have relating to the availability of your letters to Sylvia 
Meagher is with Professor Jerry McKnight and Mr. Charles Kuhn of Hood. Without 
knowing the particular procedures they have followed, I nevertheless assume that they have 
exercised their judgment and discretion in deciding what can or cannot properly be made 
available to the public based upon their training and experience in academic matters. 

I suggest you stop sniveling and sniping and face the music. You're uo longer dish* 
ing with women or the gentile highbrows of the publishing world. You're not just trading 
barbs with the aged and weak (your exchanges with Harold Weisberg are very entertaining 
on both sides, but you know as weU as I that he'll always have the better of the argument). 
You're playing hardball with the m 11 . . 





RBF:msw 


